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think much of them either. But be that as it may, I know t h at

t heir decisions and you' ll realize that they are nothinq but a
bunch of political appointees. Anyway, this handout, under
current law says, if you don't submit t o the chemical t e st,
automatically you l ose y our l icense for six months. Then it
s ays, if you are convicted or if you plead g uilty under this
b i l l , you d on ' t l ose you r l i c ense . Then it says, LB 377, if
you' re not convicted, you lose it for a year if you ref use to
take the chemical test. Now that sounds like a pretty fair form
of justice to me for a bunch of radicals. Lose your license for
a year if you ' re not guilty? Or a m I misreading this? I'm
reading it. LB 37 7 , if a person is no t con victed, one year
license suspension. And then it says, 377, with the amendment
you' re going to lose it for a year unless you plead guilty. And
then it says right after that, 377, again with amendment, if
there is plea of guilty or no contest, no revocation. How come
just above that it s ays t wo different t h inqs. First . ..l'm
looking at that little square, Senators. LB 377 with amendment,
unless plea of quilty, one year. Right below it, LB 377 with
the amendment, if plea of guilty or no contest, no r evocation.
How can you have it both ways? W e ... look at that. Does it make
sense to you? I t doesn' t. I'm goinq to plead guilty and we' re
g oing to pass LB 377 with the amendment, 2535, and I'm going t o
lose my license for one year. And in the bottom box it says if
I plead guilty o r no cont est, st ill un der 377 , I get no
revocation. How can you intelligently vote on this if you look
at this handout? N o b ody has explained this. It doe sn 't m ake
sense. I just don' t understand it. I asked Senator Wesely
about it, about the first sheet which I qave up o n and Wesely
says, it's co n fusing, b ut th i s, th i s isn't confusing, it is
totally contradictory unless somebody wants to stand up and say,
Senator Higgins, you dummy, this is what it is saying. But I
can' t read i t any differently. Got the current law, got .7
I f I ' l l p l e ad gu i l t y I ' l l ge t no r ev oc at i o n , t wi c e on t h i s
s heet .

PRESIDENT: One minute.

SENATOR H IGGINS: Under 377, with or without the amendment, I
get n o r ev o c a t i o n i f I p l e ad gu i l t y . But whe t h er I ' m gu i l t y o r
not, I'm going to get one year if I don't take the test. A nd
again , I ' l l g et one y e ar un l e s s I e n t e r a p l e a o f gu i l t y . I f
t h i s i s t he ex p l a na t i on o f t h e b i l l , God he l p u s , God h e l p u s .
I mean , a Ph i l ad e l p h i a l awy e r c ou l dn ' t und er s t a nd t h i s . I ' m
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